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TTof TTiTFR 

(cirfor^ f%qm) 

( m<iH<1 Mf HWIiS 

aiftn^EHT 

M feeft, 10 2012 

3ifrm feeT mRuiim 

fepj : ^ TJcT ^ 3T57^T c^T £ f^affcTrT fftfelR <+>T*4><i ( T^T ^ tft uft ) <& 

3TRITcff RT cHTTTT RXT Ml^M TFJc^j $ TfeTrT TWt^TT ( TTR ^ 3BT ) ^ffcT I 

H. 15/18/2011-^X^1—WT-TFRT m WPf#fa<T tffe stfqfeR, 1975 (fatf 

iJd^KI 37MWT ^TFI W t) 3?k W-Wf TR RpRT-7pn tffe ( T nfeT 3TfeH. 

tr WnM 311+eH fe TTW^T n«n Stffd fefe) pH^N^l, 1995 (fe - 3TTp PHdHMdl W 

t) stf 3 nfe fTT; 

1. T^T ^TpEf ^ 3T^TSH TT^ fe*H ifen.PdP^S (fe - Wl 

^feT % <£ ^ ^ ^HT ^RTT t) SRT TTCfe A ZT2T $Pn<*6H fe 3 3TTfel IR^T fen «TT fetf 
fel ^RTFi. (^ ^pg'q-q t^M (Ife Hd^SMIcf W ^ W 
t) <£ -qi^r ^t ottW wtftt nrn «tt afa wT^tft?j^FWTi^^T fen nm «n i fefem feffenfet 
«nn Pi nfe m felfee fenfe (fep ^^^i^TnPtfet nm i) srt *nm ^ wm, aramrc<n, 
nm-i, fe 1 P !M;iPnd ffen 5 w^rc, 2009 stPr^ri P. 14/25/2009-Pt Pt tt ot ppr ^ *F 
n^ 8ft 1 


nnn nm 


446 GI/2012 


(I) 
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2. ^iifiWiA gKi URfft4? wh mRrif 21 4^, 2009 4 ft 3TpHjRrr 4 T. 

14/25/2009-ft! 4ft 4 # !RT MR! fft?4 R ft pRTft 4T44J ft?T % RT 4 ft 3RT4T 441 
ft Pra!Pffi rj ftj ^rr^rmfY r spfpR RdRpft R4? epnft 4ft RjihR^ i 4 ft 7jft 
9ft I 4R4R gRT 21 PT4R, 2010 4ft 3TPRJRTT 4T. 96/2010-^ft.-g. gRT 
3TftfrPT lc fI^M R4? eFTRTT MI 8?T I fft4T4? 3/5/2011 4 ft 3 Tf£r?J 44 T ?4. 
14/25/2009-^t 4ft Tf # £RT 4TPl4?Tff ft 3Rft 3TfftRT RRT mRuiih 3rPpjPm fft^ 
f^prft Wcg ft^T ft? ri 4 ft 3T2RT cr^rt ft Pidifad ftsRji cr^ ftj 34 4 id! r PR 44 T 4 T 4 ? 

^Rtftt R4? eFTTft 4ft PTRIR^I 4ft 4^ 9ft I ftftf ft? RT 4ft 3T44T cr^t ft 

RpftfcRT 44^ 44g ft? 34414! R PT444T4T4? MIcHfttft R4? fft4T4? 8 R4ft, 2011 
4ft ftft4R4? 3T%R4T ft. 58/2011 -ftft^J. ft? 4444 ft ePTRTT RTF 4T I 

3. 3#m ftR Rift? 3tcPftT 44lft 4^ PdHNclft ft yiRt4>|ft ft? foR R 3Tftfft?l ft fft? 

ft eTPJ 4ledftft! R4? 4ft RTft R4ft 4ft 4RR4 4ft R44-4R4 R 4FftS4 4?ft I RT 
RT4 ft 4ftcJ 44Tf4 ft, "didI ftftft4xM fft. ft fft4T4? 21 R 4 ft, 2011 ft? 3 T 4 ft 44 
eRT 4lP)4dft 4ft ^idd fft?4T ft fft? Rfttft 3TRIT RT ft! ft! ft! TT44 44 4 R fftr^T ft j 
^ftfft 4? ftt fft?4T fft? 4R4 ft RT ft! ft! ft! 4?T 44ft 4ftcJ 4rft4 4ft! ft 3fR 

RT ft! ft! ft! ft? 4Rft4xTTftf 3Tp RT44 44pT 4Rft 4Tft RT ft! ft! ft! ft? 3ffcR 
4Rft44T3ft eft RtR fft?T 4 ft KTT4 ft R4ft R! RT ft! ft! ft! R cTPJ FT Rp ft ft ! R 4 ? 
4ft ^ift 44 3TRfa fft?4T ft I ft. ftrf%4T TftP l dfftlfti ft?pT44RT ft%4T fftr. (fftrft Rrft 
ft. 3Tc4R4 Rg ffteTRT ft?PT4?RT sftft4T fcT. ft? 4T4 ft ?4T4T RTcIT 4T 3fR ftt R[ 
3TTft44 ft TR l ft4? ft) ft ft! fft^RJ? 1 7 3PRcT, 201 1 ft? 3T4ft 44 4RT TjPid fft?4T fft? 

RT ft! ft! ft! 44 R4T44 ft4? fft4T ft 3fR ftft? vRT.RT. ft? 4ft 3RT41 4M t! 
RPltfcfcf 444 RJ ft? 34414! R c4PJ WM ^ 4 ? 4ft 44 3T4414 fft?4T ft I 
OTfa44f! ft ftftfft?? RTRTfft4? fftJTTftf ft! 4R4 ft 44^4 R^ ft? dcMK4ft 3fR 44TT44 
ft? 4Tft ft ^ftft 4W 4?4fft 44 ft! RjftM fft?4T 4T R^ 4?tft TJRTT vRfcTM 4# 4?4Tft 

4ft I 

4. 44^44 MRcjfftd Ffftfft^fftftl 4ft £4T4 ft R4ft ^ 4TfftRlft! ft 4? RTT fft? 

fft4l4? 3.5.2011 4ft 3Tfft?gxFTT ft. 14/25/2009-ft! ft! 4 ft! 4RT 3ffcPT RT4 
FlftRTft! ft RJ^iRnd 3fR fft4T4? 8 4JRTft, 201 1 4ft ft!.^. 3rfftrj44T ft. 58/201 1 - 
7ft■■ 4T4T cRTTft R 4lddftft! 4]e4? 4 ft R4T4fft TTftfSTT 4?RT 'dfftd 4)41 3 fR Rfttft 
PiddNell ft? Pl44 23 3fR 3rfftPr44 4ft 4RT 9 4?(5) ft? 474474! ft? ftdftd ftftpTrf 
4K44PT 4ftf^4 4TP4 4ft 4M4T4 4 ft 1 


M. »ftb4l 

5. RT 4TT4 ft? 444 ft fttft 4 P 14 4fft?4I 44 4TeT4 fft?4T 44T ft: 

4?. TTftf^T 444 4ft 5^^344 ft? 4T4 4TpT4?lft ft Pl44 6(4) ft? 3TRTR 4vR 3pT 3iN^44? 

TJ44T RTTft ft? feR tRcJ RlfW, 4 V 4 ftftt ft TTftf RcT Pdldcftl/ddlldchl 3pT RcT 
344144ft 4 ft Tjfftd fft?4T ft; 




[*TFT I—TsT^ 1] 


HTCcf R5PT3 : arammn 


3 


Pm 6(2) % 3R[TO R^ fteeft f^TeT ^1 % Rft TOR ^>3TRT % *T* 3 

xgpR ftxRT TOT m I 

n. ci^hm totoPt Tnften % nRtTOTTaf tor toPt 1 snfo, 2010 30 Rp, 2011 (15 

n#Pf) rr> nft & I cRTfft, arfcT TOpft P^kTOT 3 R*f 2007-08, 2008-09, 2009-10 
3ffc ^ 3 ^ VIlPlcI ?Wf i 

r. ciiftil^jcb 3TRjtHT 3fk TOfSroft ngiPi^iioin ^ Plwf ?fPr nnf ^fk totr toPt % fen? 
rtot toj % rtrrtT x£ ^4P cfft oLiq\^rr to 3nj?Pi Ptot w an i 

^ yiPnmff ^ toPr nronPrcn Prft ^ tor % tot rrr P x^r xft xft % 
faPmfai3ff nft ^rfi- torto torP to tor^ f^RT an xkg ^jert torto n#f 
n^l 

r. nrPTTO'ff ^ PPf tot.to. % ^ % tort tot ^ PraffcR xRtfeRn f^fteft M-n^nW (to 
eft xft xff) % rtrtrt nr ctpj mcdOtft ajeN? xp scn? TO*-) % ft. tor ftrfftTORT for. 
% 3rrPi to to% Pirn to?jr toP % fern ft. 3^i$e to Prto ft#rroRT ^f%m 
fef. (P^r to tor Rtf%RT ?ftRMp<ft %Pttor fer, % rr ft tort « t) 

nft xr fersn an i RRft to ftr ft ft % TOft RftniR wi 3fk ftrfi^rf % w ft 
u^d tp'i*] to ft snfftR Ptot rrt an I RRft ~?r4P)d ftftfR xjrrr ^eR> ft 
TO totot to ftro tojr toP to ft snjftR Pro rrt an f^R=Fl TOft to ft ft ft 
to ft tot ftft ft rPPr Rftft ft sft i to% to? ft 4 . ^f^ni ^ %m % 
rito xtr ift xft % TOf 3mnni % nron mfr toi tort to ^n ofk 
nProroro toI^ x?r x^ iff wft toto to fexr i xtr ^ft xff % 

3nrofr n? rpj xnroM gro xnf to^ nn ^ 3rj?kr Pro i totor 'rof^ 
toto mPTroxn fen? r? xncnft tomto nft to nPf % rt?i to xjjf%R Pro 
f^ toPI 16 2011 3fTOTar f^R xtr xft tft % TORpff xnf TO TO^ x^ 

xMItor to i uim d xnt nror ^ ^r^fficr to fem t i 

u. 4. cTTcrr %Pntot ^r toPr ^fn toxto gro xnPrroft ^ femr tot x^n nron 

XR XTTOTT TO^ TO 3TJ#T f^RT TOT f^RT^f Xtr iff iff TOR % TO nft 

rnf^n toM n^ t f nanf^, tot %Pttor fcT. to^ rto tot n# l 

R. 3fk TOTeTTOTO f^TrT TOfftR aje^n 'A Ifxjc^ •i ufj ^ rr f^e^d R^f rtl'Tl'isl 

xnf TOl^ TO 3R7 )r f^RT TOT an TO ^ 4 TOT ^TTORT fef. 3fk A. Rff^RT ^ X?R 
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€F wi «ft cfTT ftm t I rt, geft f^irr vrerqiq qiftmrR 

fttf ^tTY 3TRT q^f f 3TT t cTSqft, 'vidMiq 317^1, cfterq>T<TT ft ^FT 

sTTcT qft gfe qft t ft> ft. ft 1 qrft, 2011 ft qq ft ft tft 'em vJWiqq 

eft qR ftm t | 

3T. cftTTR ^JTW % ftftH RFftftlR^cf fftqftqft 3fft 3fRT I cfcft/ qftcfd 13ft 3fR TPjft 

ftftfftRrft ft srjftq fftq # : 

i. ftq^ fft., ftq ^r.pt. 

ii. 

iii. 3R^r ^qftqqer ft ftm w 4 ^ p ijl 

iV.qicR ftftq fcT., 

V. 3TTC ft qcf fft, 
vi.ftqi m. for., 

Vii. ^WefeR fcT., 

viii. ft^jftqqqqft vjftRq^H 3ffa) ftftrn (ft qq q) 

ix. qftq> ftfftqqqr, 

X. ftq 

Xi. ft^d 

xii. ftftq 3 im1Pi<hh m. fft, 

xiii. ftfftr qqftqftqqft fftrq xr qq.qq.q 7 , 

xiv. fftqftT ^qqqrqftm m-fft. 

qTlftmft ft ftdsjcsi qftt ft! Rjqft % fftq 22 te, 2011 ft q^ ftfftq; gqqft 
STTftfftcT ft aft I qufft ft?T ft Tftq cR^ ft <£TS fftqfqft 3ft ‘HRTT ft 3TTWft % 
ftftfftM ft ftr%q> ft qyq ftm sn, qftft, ftcj qftq cm qft yfftPiRr qft qqRftq 
qft an 1 

q. ftPm % qq?r qefreft 

6. ftq ft ftqq fftmq qamftr qm fftfft ^TRTcPff % qra PinftiRsjci qiqft 
fftq qq ft; 

i. 4. ftfftr qtfteq qr.fcT. ft qppfft 3mqqiqrq q^q ^rttcri ft 
qqq fftftq Rrfftq qrftqm tmi 2010 ft 7818 qFR ft fftqft 
fftqft 21.5.2010 ft qRfftq ftq mRuih! eft ft ft afti 
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TTHik TOT TOTTcFT 4 RHTO 8.7.2010 ^ 3TTOT 3TT4TT TOT TO 
<^iI4^i <4 R4 4 '^jiRvji to RRtt i 

ii- 4 3ir4Picf> m.fef. 4 4t ^ 1 * 1 - 1 )^ ftcvf) ton tofttcft 4t tost 

*74 TO 6 cfft Rfc NTRTOT TON 4t 34? TOFTTcFT TOT vj4 

TTTO ^ TOT4 ^7 "'aiRui TO f^[ Tprr NT | 

7. TOFfo fT# TON RFTTcFT 4> TOT 4 3TOgR TOT RcT NTRtTO TON efi 

^ sff Rh^^N TON 4 H^Hto TTsngr TOTOFft ^cTO 4t NI-HTki to 4 ^ ypRlT ^ 

^ 2jt % sRcJ vJNRi 4 NTO TOJ TO TOTTTOI NN to Rnt t | TOT Rg NrRFTTO 

totton 4> tot Rrwr 4g nRn t i 

ST. f4NRT#?TOTN 

8. fcNTTOftN TOTO "NTRnN f^M TONfc" (TO 4 4 4) t RrtTO TOTFTRrNT 
Na5P3010 t I ^ ^ 4R4]Rct? 44^ R 4tf4ro NT 4 )Rto NTTO to 
«4mW t I gror: to444444s 44# 3TNfer ntoMI 4s 3iR ton 

^ 1 TO 4 4 4 4 ftfe cTto 44 ^g#t - RjTO, ~ 4 R^ h RixRxr TTTO/ 
^ M4n 7TTO, sa4TO 3fR I TO 4 4 4 TO 3T TO4Plcfr 4RlN7 # 

TTNtN 3?4 nt xRc^ TOT^ % NTOT4 4 gTOT: TO f4TO 4 TO 4 gRn # | 

TO^ TOR^ rNHci ttliei), TOJ ^ TOJtR 44NT34 3TR R N l ft cfr % R^Rf 

4 4nT t ! Rrwr^ '3TOTTN 4f Mil^ll^eR cTRl^ 3{RiRlNH, 1975 4 3TOTN 28 4 
3TOfcT TO 4t4 2835.3100 4 n4r 7 f4NT WTT t I ^2^, ^ H I ^TO 

RT%f^ t 3rk ^rRtH TOtT ^ ^fR xr Rt TON R TOTOTfr t | 

sR^ y?gfRT c^t R^rirf 3fk ?FNT 

9. ^jef vmw 4 4 ^c^igg to Rtor %f4rro (Rt4 to tfft %fe^ i 

ffen fe. ^ to 4 TOn totctt t) tot tp#rt 4 tot 

^RtTOSFT fe. ^ ^ tis leg 4 4 to ^ % 3TFTFT xn TO-TTfcft ^pm4 4 Rn 

RrRro tttRtotR 4 tost to 3tt4ft to^ f^ro nt i ^r4tr to tot 4 f4rro 
fer. 3fR 4ferr 4rRFrfer€t 4 Rttot ^tt Rt. ^4f 4 TOg toj cm totto ^ to 
^ ^ ^ 6,c S ^ ^ ^ 3TTO TOT 4 f4rffrRT TOg- TOJ 4 3TFTRTf TO 4 

TO 4 To 3 rj 4 ?T Rro t I TOTRH 3 lk ^tTOTFFT RTTOT, 44 f?TO TOTO#TO 

HTOFT 4 4i ^ TTOg- TO^ 4 '3TOKTO TO TOTO tot4 to 3tto4t Rto 

TOJT NT TO^ TTTf4TO4 cR TOR ^RT TOW ^4 TOT^ t I 
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tf. Wd d>T 


10. cJcShh tsttet A ttftri ?jcd, fedfer dfedd 3fR Rdd hiRhh dd fedfed cft^tt 
tptct dfr t cp^ftf^r eft drifeT 3ffe d feRfe 3im dan fe dfefcn ^pe 

M^d dfe 1? I d? WITdfe RFftaTT ]|RT 3IWR dd d^e£ dtlfel gKI fe^ dd 3FJRtd fe> 
3t^XiK dJR dfe djj 1? fe vJ^Wfe ^^1 eg dReJ dd dcMlgd efe dR fed! 1? 3fld ^?T ^ 
de|<g dReJ dd d^fe 3Rd \ieMldd> dlft 1? I 

tf. «fcf 3lk ddRUflcdcb dd fttrfRTJT 


11. cidHH d^dlclfe Rfeted ^TT 3TTdTR dR M'fe Rfefei gKI fev' dd 3TdRfe % 

3FJRIR R[Ro dfe dj? 1? fe> 'del<g dReJ dd dcMlgd efe dR fed I 1? 3ftR 

RTd^ dR^ dd dfe^ 3Fd deEKeb dfef t 3fe dTdddfet ?Jodi dnt RTf! RRddT ^ 

yfeldell ffed fed! efr fed BlfedR 1? I WlRldd'D fe dejfed M^lK-|feld> fedTd ^ ~A\ 
dRd fe RTd^ eRg ^ ddlKcd!' 3fk vicdTCd % dfe fe ^dcOT dRFt dd 3FJRfe 
fedT # dReJ d^fe RJddJ ^dedd dfel dRfe d^ t I 3Td: MRcjfed dfef^jfed! % ddRR 
3fe *$RF RTdd dtcj Rdfel % dfejd d fefe dR dfeddf! ^RT 5lfe 3fe ddRRTcdR W 
% Wdl m$\ fedefedd defend Rid fe dTRnffed d^f # I 

R. TO 3jfc arfeT % R?fi Rife! dT RRTdfe H,H>f l<jfe fefe dfe TfdTddf 

12 . defend dim TOft Tfefen # Rt ri^tr dR dfej Rdfer srt fed T fd 

3TRRfe fe 3EJRR RJR d?! d^ t fe dfefe dT^ dd dedTdd efe dR fed! # 3fR 

RddI dTd, dd d>fe 3Fd \JedTddn d^t ^ 3ffe dfdddWt djod) d>t vjII'D RddT <fed 
% ddtddT ^ b fed! ^ fed FlfedR # I ^dl WR, dTdd 3fe Slfe ^ Rfe 
dl dRTd?! dddT^trf t?fe d?! RdTddT d>! did dR^ dd ddd ^RT ddfe ^ dTdeTT 
ddife ddddd ifee^ Rdffd d?c! dd fe : ^dd # 3fe ddfe dedTdd dd dR fed! # I 

5T. dim d^ dfemr % dfeTd ftdfed7!/3lldldchVudlck1l3f!/3TRI feddng d^TddR! gTRT 

fe^dd^Tddtd 

13. defend dRTTdfe dfet^d Rm cfe dfedl % dfedd fedd^d d^Tdddf dRT fe\ T J R 

^njiftd feddTdRTR #: 
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i. ^ ^IIR % ^tTR iff RlCI Ttf^n RtRf % RR£ cTfg cfR 

^qr^T qq qN f^TT t affr ycfTR f^pff % 3m% ^ R^R^R ^ £ j 
Hic-ivl^t 3jccr> el J I[*-) q?f q>Rt rf) qRR qT^qqff qff RTR 7-iHlki qN 

M W%tt aft I 


ii- 3 ^Cj rnTr ^ GTjqf^frr ^fN mfaqqff % RRar srgfR 

^ 3 vR^ft ftUNRTT qR qiR qff RjflRT qNeft t ft> qft^ R^^^ffR R^t 
11 3Tef: Rqiq qNRlftft RW q^f RRT f^TT RTRT RT%q | 


,iL ^F> mfefqfr gRT qqR IJjqRT % 3RJRN 

M^rnr ^ ttM, 2011 qR iff iff qq rriicr qq cfn fcqr £ iR-g 
RH<pqN eft fR qsq eft rtr^ R^f <ft t i qft 

^rt %rt ift?n eft qre^Wf fawqeft % Prr 14 % 3tcr% qTter^t qq 
q^t RRIR qN=f cf>r ^t?TT [ qRRR % qrq HRqqj qarqNTf ^ 

qWrqT t ft RTCI %fftNR ^ 1 RRf, 2011 ^ Tftq RRJ cf>r v3<R|cR qq 

cr ftn t affc qTfsftrft ^ fR qft in ftqN ft? ftrr 3 rn}, 2011 eft 

3tfcR RTR qftqR 3Tf^jf%R ftq sf \ 


IV. q^ >M J lcl ^JRRT 3fN qRTftq fftft 3TTRN IN Rqftf RNjrqf^ Rjffcn RTR 
W* qff r| t, qif^qqff qiR RqeNq Rift qNiq trt 2} j 


V. Tnftmft q^t RR %PftR ftfeqi ft q? KJRR ft RRffft RRTTRR qq qN 

feqr t, qjRT ftf % q^RIR q?qqR qTRRfWt ^jcR7 qft ^HHIUrf cfN ^RJ R#q 
RT I 


vi. qrterft qft wnqf^r Rffan rtr rrr ^ r^ rtrrM ^jqq? % 

RRRR IN ^q 7 el J I[^t qff f^qqf^T RN^t RT%q I 


vii. RRTqf& RiftaTT q5t ?JR3TTR ^ qif&qqft q?t 3ftR ^ j^RR 
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viii. Wfitod drftdrto tot 'drto to RTgd ttr dWt diHW tor sndTdtof 

tot MIcHto ddd^ dTTO ftodT dfR] dlf^ I U4>dd to dTd ftcW^ dSTddto to 
TjcZTTTft 3TMR dR RJcd> FCT^ dflto to gTRT fWstot dlto to RTgd toto to} 3Tdto 
3Tjto tot dt^RTdT dT I 

d. 4 greT ^ftcbc^i fef. cpt ardtod 

14. y <|7<id to dig A. CICI tofdd>od fcT. gKI fWdfeTf^sJcT 3RJRtd ftoR dR 4i 

i. todtot to tog cr^ to ddiidd tor todd Rdftod ftodi t 3ftR d fto Rdtot Rod 4 

dd dR ftodT t 1 

ii. todtot to to dd 3Tdto ftodT'1 dtofto wi ^dtot rW^ dRRJ 

to \5cMlc;-i tot gd: dJRo d»W tot tot^ dtdRT d^1 to I 

3. wfacnlH gTRT vjiid 


15. RTdcT Pldtot to dTdd"H itoMl’^RTTR th 

i) tol! ftoicjefl to ftodd 14 to dg czicr-sit t fto ftfto totor dd> 
'di4 vr iPicr3 Rjddi ^i41 cjr<4 to gRT vjiixf tot cio^m tfitrt tr tot - 

(to to ddTftor toj toW, fto# arjtod dR to djRo tot to «ft, tot to 4 

leiRslcl Rod to 3Tjto dTRT WdT 4 

(to to tot yftodT to dfto to ^ ^ ^ ^ to rfj tot to to tod 

drsd to#d to t tot tor tot tot to tot -tofto dgto to; 

(d) d? ftorfftor dto to fto wd dT ton ftor totod to 2% to d^d to; 

(d) d? ftorffto dto t fto ftotot to totod to diftor didtot tot dm ditoto 

todTtod RTdTd dRRJ to 3ddldt to 3% to dd ddW t Rd# 3TRd-3TeTd toff 
RTdTd dTd, to 3TTdTdt tot dTRT 3% to dd t 3ftR RTdd Rod to RTRTd dRRJ to 3TTdTd 
7% to 3Ttod t; dT 


(d) d? ftototod ddto t fto dto dfW to, ddM t I 


rii- a 



t'lPTI I] MFcl "t:| 

ii) %Zj-^|clcft ¥ Pm 23 ll ^ GIc^IFT t ftj- 

(1) mfefJTft mic-i-M *j.r> ^ wt ^ mnr rPi 

^ ^T-^T >R *4hT <t.W 3i\ ..H'l y'kl # Mi-fl’l eft ^RT if, 3RR 1R 
' !i ^ ^ «n^ % Pp? ^ WR5R c^r 

^ wa w ^ Rm rfI g44 3jtffei ^ 4 i 

( 2 ) w-Prn (i) % apftr ^ ft ft . 1,14 <!%„ Mtau .i‘,i 
■Kl UpVl xi 12 ii'>; /t 3 Rrfef> .ii.jif’! ,), ft^R t eft u mi,)|| 


(3) Pm 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 11 
mcl 4 ai'-urn li'Pul-l <#n 


, 16, 17, 18, 19, fT?n 20 ^5 vjijsiti ^fpftsn /1> 

Rft el'l ' 


2 fTJ 3 * vP flm 1 .1,1 R.i,h • 2011 ft ftsRjm ft 15/2011- 

W RrcPi sift tncff ft #si4m m siwi 4 

2 12r ^ 3T ™ f ^ m '* ^ -M TO 

f' ^ top ^eir 4 % 

^ ^,? ' wM ^ eRiy v*Pr <1 tiftft <m ftr w 

_’ n _ ^ q l ^ ^ TR ^ ^ ^ ^ ^771 ft R %11 CRT ftftf f 3 ft ftft 

H,',?!!L.? y W !':’ UTte4 " <>,:si ' !Hi ' ;| ' ! <> Wf-><*4 TR TTfEFt .R ^1 (H-1.1 ft 

foifrl R? 1 3R ^ t ?P1 .<■;,•• x-.ftft ?;R» *1 „i k i; ..,, , ;vi rr wRvifti 

" ,K !L’\ z *%*1 g4 «it;i *;xm ^ >,i ,w,ft !:V , „•; 

/WM-II -irtl |1 .}ft f*#pr , w 1 ^ift .ft | 


16 ft '>lfr 1 .|‘,| HfrfTJJI .|, IflTR HcWg xreff gip :,], s - TJIT 

PlRI;f(IR v>irr1 .|‘,| >|4 f!: ' - ' 


Hi-1 flu' (}‘,1 UTfSlcpTft gRl 


i- : ; f ^ 

VlH|k» ^ 4 ^TCT ‘^RfK^T Sm f^T ^P-iT 2TT A. 

(&Fm cpf#T 4>FT ^rf^TT ^Tf^l 

f ^? ^ ^ ^fcf gp \ A tot % 

100% %TOT TOTT 2TT I %Tft ^ T^fcfTR ^ ^ 

mcj ^ ^ A ^ ^ ^ ^ ' 

^TR fecTO q^TR qrter^ 

^W1 n ^6 |cg cR^ cR ^qTTO ^qr f^TT # I TOR ^ RTR % TOTO 
q> TO q^t fenPigi 4 fklTO qg^Rt TO 3TTOR f^nn STT TO 
'fHq/crfqM A A. TOT ^Hiq>cl felPl^.'S A f^TOR % TORRT2f TO 


446GI/12—2 
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cfTT ffy? f^TTf t I RwR % foTy cf>l4cpeilM yf AfifrA 

cff MKT cf>t yy Rbqi 'ill’ll T 1’^t T TPTT RTcFkTT 1? ! 

^ cf^eg % ^nrr yfe| ^cyryyf ^Ri%rT Trk Wct fSa^ wi yf 
22 2011 cfTt yiR|y>lfl FNT hIRsI^' 3n4facl Rh^l l WJ\ 

2JTI iiaRl, "5^ f^W^t ySWlft ^ *^15? ff ^TFT feWI 3ftY HlRaor ?T9TT 
f^TRsTcT 3]^fFT fcfry I cTanft, ^TST %f^e^ 7Tl%c[ <kl 4 

oft gfsj ^cMK^ - y eft A ‘JTFT fcTO 3#? y ft ^ fclRga 3FjffeI 

f^TT I y<t>cH % ITPT 4 cbftyxrtH fcT. ^ A STjfto f^K SNA 

vj^ l ^ T cfTt %y?t RSiFTcT fckH t 3ftT TTO cTTeJ % yf RQJFtt W^ 

yy fikJT t I A\ ^feft ^ 

%cfeT ^tF^FTT t 3ffa y|R|y?lfl y?[ vjiMcf?i41 4 ^Ai yyT eT 22 ! ^ elNI W 

tl 


mdHfk t Pkniydtt % RkR 14 czicR^rr t Rn kRre; nrkyntf 
Wcf cfTt cT^TeT TTW yrR fft yfc yfe| ^fRT, f^TTTcfr STJTRT TR ^ 
^ ^ S2fT, eft 3fR ft feto WT 3 3T^fa FteTT t I ^ WQ ^ 

yfa^l % cftTR FT5T cbRlcheT TTfecT Rb^T> A\ fteR^ y&4>K % y?t 

^TPWlft 4 yyf? ^TTT TfsRg - % vcicMlQ^T yf fft? <-i44t rf 2 ^ yft yft 
eTRTf 2TT | y^T rRft % 21 ^cTT^. 2011 % yy% ^ ^TYT yif^lff 

yf ^jfxTcT y?Tct TRTO R[TT €t 4t 4t T^Rld ^ 4 

6RTFTT SH 3ftT ^ ^ 3TJTRT f^TT ^ ^Ft WlRj^l'Tl 

cfTt V^T cn^ vjIHc^nft ^r 4t ^ ^cqT^r 

cr^tt R^cfj fen an i yiRicbifl ^ A. ^ ^trt 

A> \3dlKH ^t% ^\A efft RT^t clI'Tt^ cf5t vjiMcpifl ^ cfn 3TJ^J f^TT STT 
vTFP^ ffti ^3xN nTFT ^i |3TT t eRTlft, ft'li^ 20.12.2011 % ^ 
Rft. RT. 4t (30)42/Rft#/^ /tcn/^lcT/2010/17072 £RT TfeH^cf 

ifj^k ^T?qK mtelff % Rjkel Rkn t % ^TeT ^ 1 

^r4, 2011 ^ ^ a Tft Tfr WTT^T ^ cnR feTT t I ^ ^HT^t t % 

A. ^tct $Ri 4 k^ A ^ A yienM ^je*n wi\A ^r srjfk ^ ^ ^ 

yiRi^ift ^nt ycnen fcRRTjy % tr^ 7 rn 3rk A 4t wA, 

2011 ^ ^ nfctkW yrtofi y?r ^ t I 

w ^ 18 yk, 2011 cf?[ ^ t^f! 4tRa^ ^yi4 A ^ fA^A\ 4t 

(%d6r<£ y5T47R A ^TST cbftcbc^H ettct y^T 4t 4t ^cnicR fry? ky ^1l4 
Tk^ft eT^n cb inf 4 yrkynft yf RjkcT f^n eft OTcT y?y41 f wn "4ty 
vjR.'ntn. fr ift 4 t %■ 3 TT 4 T?ff nr wyfkt "?jc<n enrk yft ycftei 

^yfty ct ^ ^ aft 3fft rnkyntt yf i nk, 2011 ^ ^ wfc ^nt 
^t 4t 3t % vdcM i ^H yf ft% ^rk % yrf 4 3kf ff rr3t i ftfeyr ^ 
hf 4t TjkeT 3T^nyiaT ff^cT yn ^t 4t 4t % mA % 


[vim i—-gas i] 
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vm\mn 16 2011 qqfer goq> 

Jnfitqqff c^ sr^Rci qR fczrc sjt i q? qift q?S ^rrtt # 1% 4 ^tfe^T ^ 
^ 4t ^ kdic qff TRfklcr qq cf>^r% qq ftufq foRTT I cReJtT: 
^rm 3?^r #> ^Rh ^ §kt eft ift iff q?t irrarr qq ^n^r %? 

qft ^ht eft q^ sft i A. *ft qifaqqft qfr qq% ^ €t ift tf 
^r q>t ^iPP&qf % qR 3 ^jRm qR^ 3 ftq>qf ^=r 3fR qrf£rq q>f l q*t aqR 
3 ^sTT I Vliffcicf?i>n qR^ # 1% qq sTTcT qq> RppR^r B#q q^t q|tf 
^M\ t3ft^^ q^qf c^r mm vjfPTT # I qft ^T% £R qq it 
^ ^ qft tR? v?fT^ % qR 4 ^Pd fcfrqT fjtcTf eft RrRI cleft % fpqq 

14 % 3TePtcT UI^4 j|>T 1 'diq RTT^rf qRR qq f^xTR qR qfqiR R | 

iv. "ti^id ^ht qrtoRl gm q^ft q^ vhi4^Picp R wm&i qRT^ q^ 

t 1 

V. Mlfticr>l>n R ^JeT ^qq R 3.5.2011 qft qfcfq qiq mR u !IH 3rfRqjf%RT 
M ^H^t % ^JeT efft 3Tqqi cT^T R RfillRld Rq^ qqg % 

3?FTTeff qq Rr^n?W TO^Wt eFTR RPt qft Rnfr | R*M efft q^ 
I RTcfjR SKI 8 ^jetR, 2011 qft Pi^^illr-H^ WdRRt ^Jcq> 
eFTRTT qqTl WlftqiR gTCT 3tfcR ^qq mR u IIH wRt f^ uflR % qTq 
3fR *Kq>K RT[ ?Je^ eFTT^ ^qR % qiq 4 RST & R i cher 3jR 
4 VlfeiJI R vRch SKI Rq^f 4^ cjiT vdcqKd f^[ % RgR 4 

mfcmft ^jRm f^n i zm s^ i 441 % 

^ ^r m m%cPTft ^?r 3 ^ ctr i % 

3TcPi?T PlRcc mtorft % mR ?Je^ eldl4 ^TT \!HHIki ^T^t efft cfft| 
^T t I RRRlc^t ^ ^ ^ 3fR 

Rmf^T cjr^ ctf ?Tf^T 5RH efr^ft f | ^ff^T ^ | c;«^ §TTT 

cT22T RftcJTTft cjft ^THcPlft ^ eTR ^TT^ c^ ^FRT 
?Tcp m^RWt ^ Tt eFTRTT ^TT tjcfTT 9TT I tt^RR 

RRRTclcft % RRR 14 % STcFfcT chRc||^ ^ cfR^ % ^xr y|f^ c^ |- f ) ^ 
R'MHNefl % RRR 23 % 3lcl4d qRqfdd qRR^frTiff q?t R^ftaTT qR^ 
% feR cRfqpT ^TOTqfe RfftaTT q?t ^3TR q^t aft | 

Vi. PuHicioil $ ^TT q^ qrqanq q^f # vsfr Rrfe qTf^Tft q^t 

% W 1 ! q^ Pleiad qRp qft Ri^lR^I q^Rf RTOd 
^ I 

vii. Uiffcfqo|>n ^ pRRTqqft % Rrqq 23 % 3i^K ciJhm qq 3 TR q?f 

^3nq q?f t sfR qqq Rm/yfihqi % 3 t^tr q?t t i 
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viii. f444t totto 4 4 31^44)1 4 44i 4 14 PiR^e uifacwH 4t 

tj4r 4 dlD'isJ 4 TltRT 44 xnt%IT 3ftY 3n<Ild4t 4t 3TWTC TO 

TORT f4m TOTT dlf^, yifaci>i4 3r4 # f4 
^Mf^TcT TOT 4 3TR TOMTOM TOT W# ftTOTOoft 4 f^TOT 23 4 
SRPtcT ^ ^ t I TOrf pMHIddl % 3Td4c[ 44t 44f^Tf44t 4 t j4r 4 
rllH'isJ 4 Tfi??T c|4 'd c i4t 4)4 WlcWM df?) 4 I 

1 7. viM^cW cRgt % 3TWR TO ^RT f4*TO4 TO TOp^ # f4 : 

; i) 4 TOTO 4f4TOTOT f4f44§ 3ft7 4 414TO 4)f4dcfl 4f4TORT ^TO fdR)4g 
(f44 to 4 4 3JcTO^ RlcTO 4f4TOcTO ^feTO ferf44g 4 TOT 4 

utrt vriTcTT to), 4 4rog to^ cm totttot 4to f4m 4 3fR ^rrfom 

P^H I TO fi % 3 Rt4c[ 4 w4e[ T344T d4! t I ^l4 3TdTTO, 4 ?t 4 4TOg 

TORJ 4 144) 3TOT vddlld4> % TRW 4 TOTTTOT 3fR 4£tTOTTTOT flTOT gRT 
^-tHI TOTTOT dl4 W\i? TO? 4 I TO^TOT % TOtTOR wRJtoH 4t 
Tt4to Wl^l 4 3RfflR TO 4 4TO£ TOTJ TO 4^ 3TOT ^4cJ 
TOTTTOp d# # I 

ii) 4 TOTT 4f4TORT (4l4c^ 3fR 4. 4 fed I 4)f4dD 4f4TOcRT $feTO felR^'S 

(f44 TO?4 4. 3TcsTT^ fcRTRT 4f4TORT f4f44^ 4 TOT 4 

vjfRT vjTTcTT TO), 4t ^JeT TOT 4 ^t4cJ dtlVl 4 3ftT 4?T 4 4TOT TOd, 4 

^TOTT3 5TRT TOTOTO 4, 4 TOT 4to* 4YT 4 4t 3TTOTT TOT 4 
f44fcRT RTTOT TOcj 4 TOTTcfl TT 4 HICd4feft ?JcTO TOTO TOt TO 31^4^ 
f4m t I . :/.;. 

iii) TTTOT TOcJ 4 TOT 3TTTOTTOAr4cRTT 3ftT TO4 wfdPll44f 4 Tf^TOTf^ 4 TO 

trt tort 4N? f4 TOTO^ tottor 4 totitot 4r> f4m # 
^44m 4^ TOd, to 4 wroWr ?jto 4t totort tortt tott wrf^ I 

m 4 ?t 4 4^ tot[ 4 tottto 4t 44 to 4 4t sth 4 tort ^ ^rf4 4^ to^ 
4 TOTTcfi to totoWt "?jc^ 4t 3 h4 to4 toi tott 4 4 ^t4 w4c^ 

y'4cKTT34 to 44^>d TTTOf to 4 4t 3TT4TO # I 

V) 4^ 4?T 4 ^ 4t 3TTOT TOt 4 Pl4fcld 4^ TOg 4 3TRTTcfr TO TOTO44 
4l ftot to 4 4 f44t 44cj toto 4 4t 4tt ^ 4t4t t 4T4 
4t^ to4cJ TOIITOT d# t I - y •■•_'' 

3iRmTOT mR»ih : 

18. TOm TO 73^f, R5TTO4 £TOT 4 ^JTOTT 3fR f4r[ TO 3Rj44t cRTT 

RTOm4 4 3Fj44f 4 mf4^ mf4ro4 4 tost totot cr^rt to to^to 




[ qpi i—isprs l ] 


wa ^iT tfto : aramRd o 

4 3RRTT f44£ 14^4 ^rHT ^4 52TFT 4 R^4 ^ 34 t 4?T 4 TOTTOT 4?f 

f444 % fct^ui % 3 trr tr urtor^ to Rtr4 rt i}f4 # f4 44 ^tr 

MIcRYI^ ^e<t> <f4 6£NI ^IlcfT 4 4t Rb4) tRo^ v34) J T 4t $rffcT i44 44 3TRi4>l d??l % I 

TOfrT 4? fecT cT^TT 3TR ^4 

19. mfa cb pft z^r tjh 4 # f4 wi ^ 44 Rt 4 R^4 4 3tfcR TOTT<4 44 4^4 

RT <jfe4) | >n TO TOR t 3fR 3jfeR ^qj^j % qYe[ RFWc1l34 44 TON 

flfa R ^ c TOd T Ulrl^ddl TRlf^rf 4t WkI t I TO^> f^ffteT MICd44t TOT4t 44 TOR 

TOt 4 ^YcJ TOt 7 ! RT 44^ 4NT4 ^ <r1I4> TO WI 4?T 4 447£ RRJ 44 44^ 

v3 R I 4 4 4^1 4t ^6T 4 I ' v ' 

20. mi rr ^T 44 ^HMd: rto 44 srjRra cztpir % 4TOT *4cj 

vj£]Vl 44 $44 44 'HHIkl 4R4T t Rf% TTO44 «IMK 4 ^cft viftd wfd^trf 44 

fMZ\ 44 4TO f^rqr RT 44>, 4t 4 r % TOTR fid 4 t I MieRfaft TOT4t 44 TOR R4 

4 ^Ycj toW rt 44^ yro 4# ckj!I4> to w 4 r 4 TO£ toj 44 444 

4# ?t TO t I . .. 

t*t. RwRVf , 

21 to Rro4 ^r g4 f^ wroWt tor4 44 tor ^tt4 4 tot^t 44 444 
4414 q4t q^R qzftf4> TO TO 4?T 4 TOg TOJ ^ TOTO 4t RR t; 

yife i 4 ^ t f^ 4k «h.¥T. 4 3trtc 4 % 4^r 4 ^tr ^4 ^ott ^tht 

3l4f^RT t I • • - 

22. ^ MR z^r TOt RR4 % s[R yr(4^i4 4 rto 3.5.2011 4fcR 4l 
mR u i h ^gxpn 4. 14/25/2009-^t 4t 7T SRT TTTfemft SRT 427T 3Tj4f4d 3fR 
'‘TOT Y, W, 3RTRRR, TOT-1, 4^-1 4 yct>|RRT 4^444^ 8 aJRT^. 2011 ^ 
44tRJ > c<J 5 3lf?Rjddl 4. 58/2011 -41.^}. % ?TRT Y^ RTTOR TOT 3Tf^j^f4cT RPJ 
w/d44t ^ to4 I4m->iR*i to 4 t I 

23. TO Rhi+>|R^| 4 TOR 4>'R TOfTR % 3TT44t % 14^ 3PfteT 3rf4Rm % 
4ro TTOTHt % 3TJFTR 44TRjc^, TOTR Y[o^n 3fR 44T4R 3 f 5Y<4^ RRltoR 11 ! % 
TO^T ~$\ TO 7 ^ I 


feTORt 4t4t, f44e TTiteRt 
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MINISTRY OF COMMERCE AND INDUSTRY 
(Department of Commerce) 

(DIRECTORATE GENERAL OF ANTI-DUMPING AND ALLIED DUTIES) 

NOTIFICATION 

New Delhi, the 10th February, 2012 

FINAL FINDINGS 


Subject: Mid-term Review (MTR) investigation concerning anti-dumping duty 
imposed on imports of Sodium Tripoly Phosphate (STPP) originating in or 
exported from the China PR. 


No. 15/18/2011-DGAD.— Having regard to the Customs Tariff Act, 1975, as amended 
from time to time, (hereinafter referred to as Act) and the Customs Tariff (Identification, 
Assessment and Collection of Duty or Additional Duty on Dumped Articles and for 
Determination of Injury) Rules, 1995,as amended from time to time, (hereinafter referred 
to as Rules); 


A Background of the case 


1* In the original investigation, M/s Tata Chemicals Ltd supported by M/s Albright & 
Wilson Chemicals India Ltd (presently known as Rohdia Speciality Chemicals 
India Ltd) had filed an application alleging dumping of Sodium Tripoly Phosphate 
(hereinafter referred to as subject goods) from China PR (hereinafter referred to 
as subject country) and requested for imposition of anti-dumping duty. Having 
regard to the Act and the Rules, the original investigation was initiated by the 
Designated Authority (hereinafter referred to as Authority) vide Notification No. 
14/25/2009-DGAD dated the 5 th November, 2009 published in the Gazette of 
India, Extraordinary Part I, Section I. 

2. The preliminary finding was issued by the Authority vide Notification No. 
14/25/2009-DGAD Dated 21st May, 2009, recommending imposition of 
provisional anti-dumping duty on the imports of the subject goods originating in or 
exported from the subject country. The provisional anti-dumping duty was 
imposed by the Central Government vide Notification No. 96/2010-Customs 
dated 21st September, 2010. Vide Notification No. 14/25/2009-DGAD dated 
3.05.2011, published in the Gazette of India, Extraordinary Part I, Section I, the 
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Authority notified its final findings, recommending definitive anti-dumping duty on 
the imports of subject goods, originating in or exported from the subject country. 
The definitive anti dumping duty was imposed on the imports of the subject 
goods, originating in or exported from the subject country, vide Customs 
Notification No.58/2011-Customs dated 8th July, 2011. 

3. The Act, and the Rules made there under, requires the Authority to review from 
time to time the need for continuance of the anti-dumping duties in force. M/s 
TATA Chemicals Ltd, the domestic industry in the original investigation, vide their 
letter dated 21 st July, 2011, informed the Authority that they have mothballed 
their STPP plant. They further informed that there is no domestic industry for 
STPP in India and requested for withdrawal of the anti-dumping duty applicable 
on STPP, considering the larger interest of the consumers of STPP and the end 
consumers where STPP is used. M/s Rohdia Speciality Chemicals India Ltd 
(formerly named as M/s Albright & Wilson Chemicals India Ltd and supporter of 
the original application) also informed vide their letter dated 17 th August, 2011 
that they have stopped production of STPP and requested to withdraw the anti¬ 
dumping duty imposed on the imports of the subject goods originating in or 
exported from China PR. The Authority also requested the concerned 
Administrative Department to provide details about the producers and production 
of subject goods in India, but no information was made available, 

4. In view of the above changed circumstances, the Designated Authority 
considered that the mid-term review of the anti-dumping duty, recommended in 
the final findings vide Notification No. 14/25/2009-DGAD dated 3.05.2011 and 
imposed vide Customs Notification No.58/2011 -Customs dated 8th July, 2011, 
would be appropriate and initiated the subject mid-term review investigation 
under the provisions of Rule 23 of the Rules and Section 9A (5) of the Act. 


B. Procedure 

5. The procedure described below has been followed with regard to this 
investigation: 


a. After initiation of the review investigation, the Authority notified tne 
domestic industry, all known exporters/producers in the subject countries 
and known importers, calling for response and necessary information in 
accordance with Rule 6(4); 

b. The Embassy of the subject country in New Delhi was informed about the 
initiation of the investigation, in accordance with Rule 6(2). 

c. The period of investigation for the purpose of the present mid -term review 
is 1 8t April 2010 to 30th June, 2011 (15 months). However, injury analysis 
shall cover the years 2007-08, 2008-09, 2009-10 & the POI. 
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d. Request was made to the Directorate General of Commercial Intelligence 
and Statistics (DGCl&S) to arrange details of imports of subject goods for 
the past three years and the period of investigations. 

e. The Authority requested the concerned Administrative Department to 
provide the list of the manufacturers of STPP in India along with relevant 
details. But no information was made available. 

f. The Authority wrote to M/s Albright & Wilson Chemicals India Lid (presently 
Known as Rohdia Speciality Chemicals India Ltd) to offer their views on the 
request of M/s TATA Chemicals Ltd for withdrawal of the anti-dumping duty 
imposed on the imports of Sodium Tripoly Phosphate (STPP) originating in 
or exported from China PR. They were also requested to provide the details 
regarding their present production and sales of STPP. They were further 
requested to furnish a certificate from the concerned Central Excise 
Authority showing the date of closure of their STTP plant. In response, M/s 
Rohdia informed that due to cheap imports of STPP into India they had 
incurred heavy losses and as a result they had closed the operations of 
STPP. They also requested to withdraw the anti-dumping duty applicable on 
imports of STPP. Subsequently, they informed along with a copy of an 
acknowledgement certificate from the Central Excise Authority that they 
have already surrendered the registration certificate of closure of STPP 
operations at Ambarnath with effect from 16 th May, 2011. 

g. M/s Tata Chemicals was also requested to furnish a certificate from the 
concerned Central Excise Authority showing the date of closure of their 
STTP plant. However, no response was received from M./s Tata Chemicals 
Ltd. 

h. The concerned Central Excise Authorities at Mumbai and Kolkata were also 
requested to provide the exact date from which M/s Tata Chemicals Ltd and 
M/s Rohdia have stopped production of STPP. While no reply has been 
received from the Central Excise Authority at Mumbai, the Chief 
Commissioner Central Excise at Kolkata confirmed that M/s Tata Chemicals 
have stopped production of STPP wef 1 st March, 2011. 

i. The following exporters and importers/users and their representatives have 
made submissions during the course of the present investigation: 

i. Wengfu Intertrade Ltd, China PR 

ii. World Trade Consultants, 

iii. M/s ELP on behalf of Ardor International 

iv. Power Soaps Ltd, 

v. RSPL Ltd, 

vi. Fena Pvt Ltd, 

vii. Hindustan Unilevor Ltd, 

viii. Detergent Manufacturers Association of India (DMAI) 

ix. Shlok Chemicals, 

x. Chem International, 

xi. Vipul Enterprise, 





..[*n*T I—r] ^RcT qfl a raWRgl . 

xii. Sandeep Organics Pvt Ltd, ~~ ~ 

xiii. M.NJha on behalf Rohit Surfactants, 

xiv. Nirmesh Enterprises Pvt Ltd 

j. The Authority held an oral hearing on 22 nd December, 2011 to hear the 
interested parties. While representatives of some of the exporters of the 
subject goods from the subject country and importers in India attended the 
oral hearing, no representatives of the domestic industry attended, 

k. The essential facts of the investigation were disclosed to the interested 
parties by the Authority and comments received thereon have been 
examined and addressed by the Authority in this finding. 

l. *** in Disclosure Statement represents information furnished by an 
interested party on confidential basis and so considered by the Authority 
under the Rules. 

C. Litigation before various courts 

6. The following cases were filed before various courts by interested parties during 
the original investigation; 

i. M/s Rohit Surfactants Pvt Ltd filed a Special Civil Application No. 
7818 of 2010 before Hon'ble High Court of Ahmadabad, challenging the 
preliminary finding dated 21.05.2010. The Hon’ble High Court vide its 
order dated 08.07.2010 summarily rejected the petition. 

ii. M/s Sandeep Organics Pvt Ltd had also filed a similar writ petition 
before the Hon’ble High Court of Delhi and the same was dismissed by 
the Hon'ble Court being premature. 

7. Writ Petitions have also been filed by M/s Ardor International before the High 
Court of Judicature at Mumbai praying for termination of the subject anti-dumping 
duty in view of the fact that the domestic industry has stopped production of the 
subject goods. The said writ petitions are pending before the Hon’ble Court for 
disposal. 

D. Product under consideration 

8. The product under consideration is “Sodium Tripoly Phosphate’ (STPP), having 
chemical formula Nasp 30 io- It is a polyphosphate of sodium or sodium salt of 
triphosphoric acid. Broadly there are two grades of STPP viz., Technical Grade 
and Food Grade. There are various technical grades of STPP - Regular, Medium 
Temperature Rise, High Temperature Rise, Granular and Hydrated. STPP is a 
solid inorganic compound used in a large variety of household cleaning products, 
mainly as a builder, but also in human foodstuffs, animal feeds, industrial 
cleaning processes and ceramics manufacture. The product under consideration 
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is classified under Chapter 28 of the Customs Tariff Act, 1975 under subheading 
2835.3100. However, Customs classification is indicative only and not binding on 
the scope of the present investigation. 


E. Standing and scope of the Domestic Industry 

9. In the original investigations, M/s Tata Chemicals Ltd supported by M/s Albright & 
Wilson Chemicals India Ltd (presently known as Rohdia Speciality Chemicals 
India Ltd) had filed the petition before the Designated Authority for imposition of 
Antidumping duty on the imports of the subject goods from the subject country, 
in the present investigation, both Tata Chemicals Ltd and Rohdia Speciality 
Chemicals India Ltd have informed that they have stepped production of the 
subject goods and requested for withdrawal of the duties on the imports of the 
subject goods, originating in or exported from the subject country. The 
Department of Chemicals and Petro Chemicals, the concerned administrative 
ministry, was requested to provide the list of the producers of the subject goods 
in the country, but no information was made available to the Authority. 


F. Dumping Determination 


10- Determination of normal value, export price and dumping margin are not relevant 
in the present investigations as neither the domestic industry nor any other 
interested parties have submitted the required information The mid-term review 
has been initiated on the basis of the request of the domestic industry on the 
. ground that they have stopped production of the subject goods and there is no 
other producer of the subject goods in the country. 

G. Injury and Causal link Determination 


I T. The present mid-term review has been initiated on the basis of the request of the 
domestic industry on the ground that they have stopped production of the subject 
goods and there is no other producer of the subject goods in the country and 
continuation of the antidumping duty is detrimental to the interests of the user 
sector of the country. The Authority had also requested the concerned 
Administrative Department to provide details about the producers and production 
of subject goods in India, but no information was made available. Therefore, due 
to the changed circumstances and in absence of any domestic industry as on 
date, analysis of injury and causal link determination by the Authority are not 
relevant in the present investigation. 
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H. Likelihood of continuation or recurrence of dumping and injury 

12. Present investigation is a mid-term review and has been initiated at the behest of 
request of the domestic industry on the ground that they have stopped production 
of the subject goods and there is no other producer of the subject goods in the 
country and continuation of the anti-dumping duty is detrimental to the interests 
of the user sector of the country. Thus, the question of examining likelihood of 
continuation or recurrence of dumping and injury does not arise in this case as 
the sole domestic industry has already closed down and stopped production. 

I. Submissions made bv the exporters/importers/users/other Interested 
parties during the course of the investigation 

13. The following are the submissions made by the interested parties during the 
course of the present MTR investigation: 


i. During the original investigation itself both Tata Chemicals and Rohdia 
had stopped production of the subject goods and thereby ceased to be 
domestic industry under the Rules. Instead of recommending imposition of 
anti-dumping duty the Authority should have terminated the investigation. 

ii. The absence of domestic industry in the public hearing and their failure to 
make submissions before the Authority corroborates that there is no 
domestic industry. Therefore the subject anti-dumping duties should be 
removed at once. 

iii. As per information provided by the concerned Central Excise Authority, 
Tata chemicals have shut down production of STPP since March, 2011, 
but intentionally refrained from communicating the fact to the Authority. 
Had they informed, under Rule 14 of the AD Rules it was incumbent upon 
the Authority to terminate the investigation. Post disclosure, the 
interested parties reiterated that Tata Chemicals had stopped production 
of the subject goods with effect from 01 st March, 2011 and the Authority 
had notified final findings on 03 rd March, 2011 without considering this 
fact. 

iv. The relevant information/document on the basis of which the subject 
MTR was initiated was not provided by the Authority. 

v. The Authority should have terminated the ADD immediately after 
receiving the information from Tata Chemical and Rohdia that they have 
stopped production. 


446GI/12—4 
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Vi. da should recommend suspension of collection of ADD till conclusion of 
the MTR investigation. 

vii. Delay on the part of the Authority in initiating the MTR. 

viii. Designated Authority should allow relief back dated and the importers 

should be allowed refund of anti dumping duty Post disclosure the 
interested parties reiterated their submission for back dated relief by 
withdrawing the duty on retrospective basis. 

Submission by M/S Tata Chemicals Ltd 

M Chemicals ad' 0 ' ,he f °"° W ' n9 sub ™ssions have been made by M/S Tata 


mo,hba,ted and not permanently ,ermina,ed the 

" _l,^ e “"'P ar, y bas/equested for withdrawal of duty since they have no 
plans as of now to restart production of subject goods. 

K* Examination by the Authority 

15. The relevant rules provisions are as follows: 

issue of'annWir 0 !** 6 A ? Rul6S Pr ° VideS that the Desi 9"ated authority shall, bv 
issue of a public notice, terminate an investigation immediately if - 

(a)dt receives a request in writing for doing so from or on behalf of the 
domestic .ndustry affected, at whose instance the investigation was initiated; 

l b iriU S ro Sa f S H ed in the course 01 an investigation, that there is not sufficient 
the1nv“tJ?iom P,n9 ° r ' aPP " Cable in Jury to justify the continuation of 

prire; determ ' neS ,hat mar9i " of dumping is less than two percent of the export 

from a ’nS® 8 ‘ hat . the V ° IUme ° f the dumped impor1S ' actual or potential 

Site nmdurt nn, U - ry r a h CC0UntS ?° r l6SS tha " three percent of the Sports of 
thmeSrpnt^i ,h ' he countries which individually account for less than 
h!n P f th . 6 lmpor1s of ,he like product, collectively account for more 

than seven percent of the import of the like product; or 

(e) it determines that the injury where applicable, is negligible. 
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ii) Rule 23 of the AD Rules provides that- 

(1) The Designated Authority shall, from time to time, review the need for the 

continued imposition of the anti-dumping duty and shall, if it is satisfied on the 
basis of information received by it that there is no justification for the 
continued imposition of such duty recommend to the Central Government for 
its withdrawal. . . 

(2) Any review initiated under sub-rule (1) shall be concluded within a period 
not exceeding twelve months from the date of initiation of such review. 

(3) The provisions of rules 6, 7, 8, 9/10, 11, 16, 1 7, 18, 19 and 20 shall be 
mutatis mutandis applicable in the case of review. 

iii) Sub Rule 1 of Rule 23 was amended vide Notification No. 15/2011- 

Custtom(NT) dated 1 st March, 2011 which inter alia provides that the Designated 
Authority shall review the need for the continued imposition of any anti-dumping 
duty, where warranted, on its own initiative or upon request by any interested 
party who submits positive information substantiating the need for such review, 
and a reasonable period of time has elapsed since the imposition of the definitive 
anti-dumping duty and upon such review, the designated authority shall 
recommend to the Central Government for its withdrawal, where it comes to a 
conclusion that the injury to the domestic industry is not likely to continue or 
recur, if the said anti-dumping duty is removed or varied and is therefore no 
longer warranted. .' ■ L ’ 

16.The submissions made by the interested parties during the course of the 
investigation are examined by the Authority as follows: 

i. In the original investigation the application for imposition of anti¬ 
dumping duty on imports of STPP from china PR was filed by M/s. Tata 
Chemicals Limited and supported by M/s Albright & Wilson Ltd 
(presently named as Rohdia Speciality Chemicals India Ltd). Together 
they Constituted 100% of the production of the subject goods in the 
country. None of the interested parties had raised any issue concerning 
scope of domestic industry and standing them, Moreover, during the 
entire course of the original investigation none of the interested parties 
had brought to the notice of the Authority with documentary evidence 
that the domestic industry had stopped producing the subject goods. 
Rather, in the post disclosure comments of the original investigation 
some interested parties had submitted that currently/presently, M/S Tata 
Chemical Limited had stopped production of STPP for the purpose of 
expansion. Stopping production activity for expansion purpose cannot be 
construed as termination of production. 
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ii. All the known Interested parties including the known domestic 
producers of the subject goods in the country were invited for the oral 
hearing held by the Authority on 22 nd December, 2011. While some 
interested parties attended the hearing and made oral as well as written 
submissions, none of the domestic producers of the subject goods in the 
country including M/s Tata Chemicals neither attended the hearing nor 
made any written submissions. Post disclosure, M/S Tata Chemicals 
made submissions that they have merely mothballed their production 
and not permanently terminated the production of subject goods. 
Nevertheless, the above submission is merely reiteration of their earlier 
position and no new fact has been brought to the notice of the Authority. 

iii. Rule 14 of the Anti-dumping Rules provides that the Designated 
Authority shall, terminate an investigation immediately if it receives a 
request in writing for doing so from or on behalf of the domestic industry 
affected, at whose instance the investigation was initiated. During the 
course of the original investigation none of the interested parties 
including M/s Tata Chemicals themselves had brought to the notice of 
the Authority the fact of stoppage of production of the subject goods by 
them. Even while informing the Authority vide their letter dated 21 st July, 
2011 that they have mothballed their STPP plant and requested for 
withdrawal of the duty, they did not inform the Authority from what date 
they had stopped producing the subject goods. The Authority further 
requested M/s Tata Chemicals to let them know the exact date from 
which the production of the subject goods has been terminated by them, 
but no reply has been received from them. However, vide letter 
No.C.No.V(30)42/CE/CC/Tech/Kol/2010/17072 dated 20/12/2011 the 
concerned Central Excise Authority has informed that M/s Tata 
Chemicals have stopped production of STPP with effect from 1 st March, 
2011. It is unfortunate that M/s Tata Chemicals did not inform the 
Authority the developments that occurred in March, 2011 while they 
were pressing for the anti-dumping duty even in their submissions made 
after the disclosure statement was issued by the Authority. Most 
interestingly in the 2 nd oral hearing held on 18 th March, 2011 while none 
of the interested parties informed the Authority about the fact of 
stoppage of production of STPP by Tata Chemicals, the said company 
itself was vehemently arguing for imposition of anti-dumping duty on the 
imports of STPP from China PR and kept the Authority in complete dark 
about the stoppage of production of STPP by them as early as 1 st 
March, 2011. Further, M/s Rohdia informed that they surrendered the 
registration certificate of their STPP plant at Ambarnath to the concerned 
Central Excise Authority with effect from 16 th May, 2011. It may not be 
true that M/s Rohdia decided to terminate their STPP plant overnight. In 
fact, during the POI itself they stated to have produced an insignificant 
quantity of STPP. M/s Rohdia also failed to inform the Authority about 
the developments in their STPP plant and kept the Authority in dark. The 
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Authority notes that this does not reflect well of a responsible domestic 
industry and amounts to concealment of facts. Had they informed the 
Authority about stoppage of production of STPP by them, the Authority 
could have considered termination of the investigation under Rule 14 of 
the Rules. 

iv. The relevant information has been made available in the public file 
maintained by the Authority. 

v. The Authority had notified the Final Findings in the original 
investigation on 3.05.2011 recommending imposition of definitive anti¬ 
dumping duty on the imports of subject goods, originating in or exported 
from the subject country. The definitive anti dumping duty was imposed 
by the Central Government on 8th July, 2011. After the final findings 
were issued by the Authority and after the imposition of the duty by the 
Central Government, M/s Tata Chemicals and M/s Rohdia informed the 
Authority about stoppage of production of subject goods by them. Even 
other interested parties did not bring the facts to the notice of the 
Authority with documentary evidence. Under the Rules the Designated 
Authority has no power either to impose or terminate duty. The Rules 
empower the Designated Authority only to investigate and to 
recommend. By the time the concerned domestic producers brought to 
the notice of the Authority the fact of stoppage of production by them, the 
duty was already in place. In view of that, instead of initiating action 
under Rule 14 of the Rules, the Authority initiated the present mid-term 
review for reviewing the changed circumstances under Rule 23 of the 
Rules. 

vi. There is no provision under the Rules empowering the Designated 
Authority to recommend suspension of collection of anti-dumping duty. 

vii. The Authority has initiated the present MTR in terms of Rule 23 of 
the Rules and the investigation has been conducted as per the 
rules/procedure. 

viii. With regard to the submission of the opposite interested parties that 
the Designated Authority should allow relief back dated and the 
importers should be allowed refund of anti-dumping duty on 
retrospective basis, the Authority notes that the subject MTR anti¬ 
dumping investigation has been conducted under Rule 23 of the Anti¬ 
dumping Rules. There is no provision under the said Rules for 
backdated relief in such circumstances. 

17. Based on the above facts the Authority conclude that: 

i) M/s Tata Chemicals Ltd and M/s Rohdia Specialty Chemicals India 
Ltd (formerly named as M/s Albright & Wilson Chemicals India Ltd) 
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have stopped producing the subject goods and therefore ceased to 
be domestic industry under the Rules. Further, no information was 
made available by the Deptt. of Chemicals and Petrochemicals, 
regarding any other producers of the subject goods in the country. In 
view of the above, to the best of the knowledge of the Authority, there 
is no other domestic producer of the subject goods in India. 

ii) M/s Tata Chemicals Ltd and M/s Rohdia Specialty Chemicals India 
Ltd (formerly named as M/s Albright & Wilson Chemicals India Ltd), 
the domestic industry in the original investigation and the only known 
producers of the subject goods in the country have themselves 
requested for withdrawal of the anti-dumping duty on the imports of 
the subject goods originating in or exported from the subject country. 

iii) The known importers/users of the subject goods and their 
representatives have also unanimously opined that since the sole 
domestic producer has stopped production, the anti dumping duty on 
the subject goods needs to be revoked forthwith. 

iv) In view of the stoppage of production of the subject goods in the 
country, if the anti dumping duty on the imports of subject goods is 
allowed to be continued any further, it may affect the domestic users 
adversely. 

v) Revocation of the anti-dumping duty on the imports of the subject 
goods originating in or exported from the subject country may not 
cause any injury to any domestic producer, the same being not there 
any more. 


L. Final Findings : 

18. Having regard to the contentions raised, information provided and submissions 
made by the interested parties and facts available before the Authority through 
the submissions of interested parties or otherwise as recorded in the above 
findings and on the basis of the above analysis of the state of production in the 
country the Authority concludes that should the present anti dumping duties be 
revoked, no domestic industry is likely to be injured. 

M. Indian industry's interest and other issues 

19. The Authority recognizes that the continued imposition of anti dumping duties 
may have cascading effect on the prices of the end products and adversely affect 
the market competitiveness of the domestic manufacturers of the end products. 
On the contrary, revocation of the anti dumping measures would not affect any 
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N. Recommendations 

21. Having concluded that the revocation of the anti Hnmnir. 

affect any domestic industrv sinrp nwc Q nfit ° dumpin 9 measures would not 
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